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condition for allowance, (2) a "j It;! - p □ * tff 

Examination (RCE, ,n cornice with ^ ^ a) „ „ 

„ n The period for reply expires months from the mailing date ^"^w^i the^ale set forth In the final rejection, whichever is later. In 

5 B «S 

ONLY CHECK THIS BOX WHEN THE FIRST REPLY H „, CFR 1 Wla) and the appropriate e«tenslon 

& ,en=le m .,heo«n^^^^ 

, r,^ n n ADDellanfs Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 
10 A Notice of Appeal was filed on , Appe» an. s dismissal of the appeal. 

3T CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR i.ianoN, 

2 □ The proposed amendment^) will not be entered because: 

;:;°i:rn~^ 

WotTS^- mswi.out^aco.espondin.numberoffinal.reie.ed.aims. 
NOTE: • 

3 □ Applicant's reply has overcome the following reject.on(s): . 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). considered but does NOT place the 

5 M The a)D affidavit, b)D exhibit, or cM request for rec0 " s ' a ^'° n 

a/ / nutstand ing rejections, 

application in condition for al.owance because. tJmM ^^ which were newly 

6 □ The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because .t ,s not d.rected SOLELY 
raised by the Examiner in the final reject.cn. d ^ an 

^ P ZTo? h ^ 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 
Claim(s) allowed: None. 
Claim(s) objected to: None . 
Claim(s) rejected: 13 17 fQ ?.1 ?5,29and3Q. 

Caim(s) withdrawn from consideration - disapproved by the Examiner. 

8 □ The proposed drawing corrects filed on is a)U appro ' 

BO Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement^ PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 

10.K1 Other: s*t* attachment 

Bao Qun Li 
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Advisory Action 

a i7rFRUl6inreplytothefinalrejectionhas 

been entered, but is not deemed to plaee me pp 
of appeal, the status of the claims is as follows: 

Allowed claim(s): NONE 

. i<n 19 23. 25, and 29-30. 
Rejected claim(s): 15-17, IV, u, * . 

Claim(s) objected to: NONE 

Calm Rejections -3S VSC §112 

Th espec to Uo„«Uo„c.uae«i,hon.o,™rc= ta »P»r»» 

s „ bjc c, - w, which «* » ^ . 2 second parag raph, as being 

indefinite for failing to partly pom. out and dtstmctly 

applioantregardsastheinvention. hat ^ me ,es and bonds of "avariant 

Cairns ,6, 19 and 30 are vague and ndrfn _ ^ ^ ^ ^ b ^ 

airshed in the * of sueh vanan, a^ . ^ ^ ^ ^ 

oonsensusessecuencebu. »m ubmit ^.the rejecnon be withdrawn, 

sequence. Therefore, Apphcants ^ it is not found persuaswe 

• is unclear which variants ts mtended. Although ^ ^ ^ re 

L^,«F.2dUSl,26USPQ2dl0 5 7 (Fed. C. 1993). 
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. ,he reiection Applicants « '° * 

ta order to overcome me rejec .on, PP ^ ^ ^ ^ 

precise amino acid s«,uences w«h a define d SEQ ^ ^ ^ „_ 

— — —^-re.onso.H.V, 
Regarding to ctarn 25, Apphcan. ft ^ ^ ^ 

persuasive because the ctam s.,11 ft. _ App)icants are 

C/aim Rejections - 35 USC § U2 

per*, « «i* ««•* « » ™> CmnM ^ 

, „ ,, 23 25 and29-30aresti.l rejected under 35 U.S.C. ,12, first paragraph, 

antigen pept.de, does no. reason* y P ^ ^ fcr detecting 

fences encoding the epitope I and »J ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Applicants argue that the standar Ratherthestall dard is whether the drsclosure 

only expressly ^-^"t^^^^****™* 
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m ethod for detect of - the claimed met hod without a full 

accurately (see specification second paragraph on page 3). 

claims to the precise amino acid seouences wtth a defined SBQ » 
acid(s) subject to substitution at the precise position as tt ,s dtsclosed the spe 



8-9. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

. ♦■ « of is TT S C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.fc.U 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: ^ ^ ^ 

(a)Ap~ot b eoht^^^^ 

suchthatthesuoje— 

havl ng ordinary doll in the art to which said subject matter pertains, 
manner in which the invention was made. 

r>- , 5 17 19 21 23 25, 29-30 and 32 are still rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
Ctam. 13-17, 19, 21 23,2 , „ al . ^730493^1) on 

being unpatentable over De Ley et al. (WO 93/18054, an 

to same ground as stated in the previous office actio. 
Applicants arguethat the immunoassay method 
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which one of the antigens is not from subtype D. Accordingly, 

Apphcants argu nofth . claiml6reads „„,heuseofanyorallep.topel 

such as claim 29, does not require second sequence. Therefore, 
all elements of the claimed invention. 

Hence, me Office maintains me conclusion that the clatmed invention as 

prime facie obvious over the applied references. 



Conclusion 

No claims are allowed. 



No claims are anoweu. 
e.aminershouldbedirectedtoBaoQunLiwhosetelephonenumber.s™^-!^. 

examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 to 4:00. 

K attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessM, the exanuner 

It attempts numbers for the 

supervisor, James House, ^ be reached on 703-308-4027. Th P 

organization where this application or proceeding is asstgned are 703-308 
aim 4242 for After Final communications. 
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